1970 



September 21 , 



fit® Honors bis Sd ward M. Cures & 

Judge of t as U.S. Bis trie fc Jourt 

for the Sis triot of Columbia 
Washington, D. G. A 

Sear Judge* Current 

Under data of September L 4 , 1970, William D. Suakslb^ua, Assistant 
Attorney 3ea«ral of the Department of Just lea, wrote what amounts; , 
among other things , to the encouragement that 1 register & forms 1 
complaint with, you over the perjury eosassltted by hia assistant, 
David Anderson. therefor®, 1 do. 



A year and a half of futility was consumed in seeking ©arts in deeu- 
aeata to which I *e» clearly entitled under the law. ft began with 
my rcqu&sts being unanswered . Then ay lawyer, 4r. Bernard Faaster- 
wald, Jr. , was ignored. After that, promises made him were not kept 
with e«u*qttsat further delay. Therm then followed Department of 



Jusl 



:■■& 1 i 



trs I must describe 



tes 



in which even saiatenoe of 



the documents was denied. So, I filed Civil Action. 718-70, when 
that was about to com to trial, the Department of Justice blandly 
wrote my lawyer that they would make th» documents 'available.. Shay 
then delayed mo further, first by not telling me how I could have 
access to these documents, tbs a by stalling on copying than, and fi- 
nally, as you may recall, by not providing some copied, paid for 
three months earlier, until the matter reached you. 



During all this period, as I informed the Attorney denaral and his 
deputy, the Department wrote a number of letters* "not one of which 
was truthful. All ware d« signed to suppress, 50 violate the law, 
and to deny me that to which I am entitled, Ths* Department knew I 
was writing a book saying sad proving whet it did not wan t as id about 
the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. , its lavas tigs fcion 
{khioh we# by the Department* not State authorities ) , and the case of 
James asrl Hay. 



Alleging purpose sad intent gay be questionable, no matter how cart* in 
I say be In ay own mind. Alleging the result, however, is less ques- 
tionable, for that is clear. IS mas first to frustrate my work, then 
to daisy it (beta proscribed by the Freedom of Information law a as 
tha clear intent of Congress) , and to deny the defendant hla rights . 

When this 35a Star finally reached you last month, only three requested ..£ 
had not been delivered to me. These aro tha envelope in which that 
fils is contained, a copy of on& of tha pictures, sad the assurance. 




frcw someone who con 



1-5 give such assurance, that I had been given 






to v no 



r Ei~ IT'i : U<J, 



When, oa August 12, 1970, these thins* h®d still act bean delivered , 
you bold the Department that loins 5 hi a a :»uld require but a few tain- 



ns 1 1 ae r rso; l v« a 
eightn cay after 



,,3 ? r. A-*,™* ut thin a weak. During tha t week, I 
heard anything from the Department. 



your 



'•3e», on August 19, 1970, with the Department 



not even appearing before you, you signed e summary judgment. 

However, in the interim, on August Hj., Mr-. Andersen filed e number 
of psperss in this matter. One of them is an affidavit in the files 
ef year court. It contains false- ate cements that ^ believe * be.c.au&e 
they sra the essence of materiality, ara par jurioutfi One of these 
deals precisely with what was et issue before you, delivery of on; 
of tiu> items fro® the file in question. It says. 



copy of this file cover was 
August 12, 1970. 



Li ve red tc plaintiff on 



.As he knew when ho swore to this, Mr. Anderson, whom X met briefly 
end for the- only time momenta before you entered your court, deliv- 
ered slothing to a*. Hs had with him th& file envelope Itself, 

He showed 



several Xerox copies of it, sad the picture in question, 
a® the envelope , in the presence of several witnesses, out h-s did 
net "deliver’* it to me, nor did ho give it to use. Hs showed it to 



me - 



then took it back aft*: 



ioowea 



La* 



;hct it iu> 



G O fei t 



u full 3 



coat rived 
denial of 



task one of the- entries which bears very heavily on she 



hi 



right; 



ii 



na 



Mr. Anderson then also 



the pioture with him. Hs then also refused to giva it to me. Mr. 
Anderson, to this day, has never "delivered" or given me any thing; , 
nor has he ever written or telephoned m®. There has been no fether 



costs st 






Satablishihg the truth of what X here tell you doss 
tii* word of those witnesses with se. Paul Valentin 
J " 



aw 

. a 



a spend upon 
'dashing ton 

reporter, also was present. X have since discussed this with 

SlaT He rvoelis that I was not given the copy in question, having 
seen my brief conversation with Mr. Andersen, and having left the 
courtroom with me and than driven me to Hr. Pensterws Id’s office, 
'aor does proof of this perjury res t upon what- ma&o be obvious , that 
you would not have directed Mr. Anderson to do that which a;- had al- 
ready con*, or that h® would have remained silent 1? you had. 



Three days after this perjurious oath. Hr. «ndsrecn ! s superior, 

Carl Sardlsy, Deputy Assistant Attorney Oanersl, wrote hr. Peoster- 
wal-d, pretending, sa was his and the Department 1 s wont; in Shis ast- 



r , 



that you do not ®3i«s, that 
filed, and that you hoc. not 



Civil Action So. 713-70 had not 
issued as order to the Department 



’Pursuant to your discussion with David 



j . 



office, we are forwarding copies of the file 
re qua z t o u . 



idsrsen ol this 
cover which yoi 




xhriee prior to this Mr. Ssrdlny had denied, in writing, that thi; 

r,1 “ I nan give ycu the let' 



1 C ± 2.0 



file 007 * 

personally tola «so , in Mr. Fenster«ald*s presence . when I hfKl^ 

Qis whx* cover and s written request for « cop? of I t f haf 
aoo be ilviii cc », ho hi, f,l» letter,- -rs nit without tot. I* 



o “ g g e o ..• Sna t tn i - hi: -it 1 



le t ■ 
I be 



At. *»«* not pursuant tc a non-ejtlafc&nt dls. 5 as. 3 ioa with ®j ptto^n.-' 
taoo the rile- xuv,r copy wv, ultlasafcely, forws rdad r reaching' m 
3r cu * A 1 ile “he summary judgment. It was turaa^at to year 

w * Wl aw - a • 



However, ths essential point here is that Hr, 

proves that the S>psrtoot din not Kail *». th- , WJk WUB 

envelope^ until three aays after Mr. Anderson had sworn falsely 
ta® fc hs h«c already delivered it. 



rdfey's letter 
opy of the file 



Perjury cliswiing e yosr and n&ilf of deliberate end p4wii«t*ac 
0i ’ ch * lpw b ” tis ' ! government , e«pec tally by the Dsoarfc- 
“ ent oi . government whose responsibility it is cc uphold the 
an aan so dexenu the right? of all Americans under it, wss too 
saicn,. i wrote the • fctoraey Senersl c-a fix-' us ’ 



if 



“Opy 



T 






Lad thii 



- . 



seen iso ins teed 
‘•V© Rse puaiehed, tree 
done ma .. md •?.<••> ll#»d other thi 
answer, from hr, Buekelhaus, 

■ vend 



P'f 



saucing you e 



jury to hi a attention, no tad th&t, 
sployeo, he would hove sought to 



ms tor 



... 



vhxs ©# 



to his 



- 3 t ?s o n X v" i" 


a o 


thircts . 


this letter 


V* 

i*'-r 


fchs A St 


It still fa 


V. X i> 


to give 



ns vfie tns daisags 
an. ihe letter is 
PI of wtiica is ©nclos&O herewith 
tc cion® of the others con cs. ! a*-. 



or others 



Csci’i 

rot -s , 



in 



l?s sosningful esaurence that I was given a 

A.-mA -r» V. ... fx . .u . _ - — ”* . 



zo 



w--- *o- **- v-vw^Dixvc i. w«s ft j. re XI ti. c a 8S s 

the ' eraifii , i : i ;'. Aherc the .Deputy Attorney Osnorsl, knowing it 
*!,«•* ««• i rM . ic t.? ritt93 ^ia lots tors -are attached to ay^oosi- 

p 1.9iiiO tnat bo rah file exists, subsequent Departed lies, in 
»*A.uxng, establish the existence of at least three set* of 
My request is, I btliave. both 



t i * , s owe t hi ng ti 

CGblxu HOC J.’l-'Si'vS '0'c;< 



swyer hae-s 

■* X*wt 3 jjj# ti O i j 





a a 


d proper. 




It HB3 


no t t or a 


i 


'*•!> 


I had on a 


n 


given 


the entire 


w a y 


cf 


Kno w * rig 


(s 


no Mr. 


Anderson 


on 


shi 


a point L 


n 


convsr 


se 6 ion 


i tv ^ h 

lift .1VU 


he 


knew abs 


olutaly 


nothing 


■ tenant 


from she 


cun todi 


sn of the 


? o 


.ties O 


I inc-iefc 


30 


upo 0 . 


this s;is- 


.t b 


e^n 


my inton 


ti 


on fco 


osSbe rra s s 


.8 S3 


a sure of sic 




rici L'z & 


slid less 


3 


on in court. 




I fail 


to see 



about ths fils). It was for a 
fils, too only person who can know, 
tor receiving a full airing, hs 
ths government, to expos* its endlt 
lues, there would hsivs bean no quest 
why, xi tae Popertm&nt die aeke the entire 1 ’ilt 
the purpose of the action I a your court, it is unwilli^'for ZhL 
ohj.y person who e*n so assure us tc- provide that 8 * 3 ur»ncw» Hut 

vit ^ *** hi ^ bavins written at^le St- 

,cr that does act contein liee.. cliasxinr with os,u per f'urt •■••• I 
thing tae a^e aingle s s word of a nan who proclaims ha hss nc'kaowl- 



e vs ilsbj 



a to tie. 



sher proper 



i 3 f 3 o torn . 




As id® 1 * 1 * 02 : this , six Mr . Husksliisus ssys is civ* C if y o u £usv s ay 
further soaspleisfcs or da<r.*»nc?» , i osa only suggest the c you & across 
yourself to the Court” , whion I her* do. 

Besides the perjury of his subordinate, woieh, incredibly, hr. 

HUCjCoXh^US vOJ.Xxi ;“0 to C^l^. to ~f C U.T 3 J.OHi rs X' 5 , o ul'vT 0055 - 

gls Ints I co ha ve sad i think osa be rested 1 so, 

Pirsb of sil-i. , too oooy ox the picture Ui.v-i.053 vS?o v ioso ^ x — '^ **-*• -*• — * 

v>'- — t-It i5nd with Eot-iB trouble onu cost* contrived oc os ii no. j. x s r 

«* «fts*ible. Tt was not- sr luted frcta the ex is tins negative. Inatu&a, 



possible. It was not- printed frcta the existing negative. Inato&a. 
uae fils itself was pHotographdd, with a 11 the fingerprints {includ- 
ing, no doubt, wy own), all the lint ad dust, faithfully repre-aue-sa. 
“vea « part of the preceding page is copied, thereby hiding a corner 
of the picture* 'Shis print is also blotched ty nasty drying, f buy , 
the evidence in the picture wee deliberately obscured. I had asked ^ 
sad paid for a print aads frosi the existing negative. I beiitva hii 
fileo la what you ordered. There is a point to this deliberate obfus- 
cation, for shat picture xakes incredible the official explanation ox. 
how tn?; crine was cocraittad . Therefore* the iUepa rtia&nt , which has an 
official position on the sriffia > does not desire this picture to o« 
clear. 



So that its 
did not ssal 
srs "interna 



.os co at ;j apt cf your order would &■& aasked , the uepsrtsccnt 
sail a* Shis picture witn an a c company log letter. In® tec-3. 
*nal” aisico fora was used. It bears neither date nor algae- 



£*A iiC* |vf*f* r v ci-ci t» •"? Xih'3 A AC i> iO »1 



iO '£> X Ji X iff wi W- .4 O o X id hi £? h* 



and .1 had act filed Oivil Action He. 71-3-7',;. It «a not sailed until 
after the summary judgment saa then in a annas r designed to hide -.nis. 
■phe "internal” cosaiuaicsfcion reads, "Photograph enclosed as per your 
request.” The S#aa ’’H. liic&arot Rolspp' is types a t the bet cos. 

After receiving the picture on August 21, I wrote Mr, Sol s .pp * tsciag^ 

tTor’ ci 0 "i <& r* 2? £. G p* * i? D lF fi u3 iXi? tl ~3 ;i £iG £• **s 3 *i ps*? 1XC* <l\l 5 *20 X a CiO’SH i, X£* • . i Xi C si ■ - i- 

haus claim to be responding to this letter. Hr. Rolspp is the^saiss- 
ant to the Deputy Attorney -hensral, Hichard Pleiad least. The law 
requires requfes t« to he addressed to tne* t offlc-c. 



The Department’ a know lag violation of tne law na.* cost ss-s cioca. I,- 
hx c f. 5 c . 5 i*f cr c J w .1 th and d-.-*!. : y~c .uy tricing onu chu pi* . *x c ixx, o.. t^y 
book. It h»s cost a*- many days of tiao and hfis rsqnir«u tb cut bv 
- 1 - t i" ; •; Co -i;b shinctot* ■, .h c.t ox* 5 CO- • xx n*\ .-ibO'Jtc *055 . •! A jl •-> x s o - r i i arm 



parking and other costs, 
sorre s p o nd cnc ® . 



I v tiB & 



SBK&Q. 3UX 



*. A.i « 4 *~ hUj. •"- ■ 



f . a? I txnxlers t^rtd* it i? tha bas-c wast^i tn*s law s;xe.t ih» ifxolv- 
ar may not profit fro® his crraegj’essicn, I wool- .-isc ho?« c.nct it 

•ricra jur tice that the vie tin of the transgros- 
squired to bear the costs thus iapos-cd upoa^hia:. 



tor mey not proxi. 
!.•? the concept of 
sion should not be 
Mr . Due ke 1 he u » ! 1 e 



< ’ lett-sr, which dose not uucreos 
raise thi** question alto witn you 



-ujid-w. «• A Dij-tO Z 

r v, s . s. ■ s- w - t -• r*. 

45 uiii-' > wU'diWl V* • 



tjsqq sts a snstST?jj|ona *,zvi xt* 



BOUJ »DTS¥ 




I sm without funds fop the hiring of counsel to crass m slalm for 
fcaj * 8 * eo *®** * &OP* justice is not dependent upon financial re- 

rourcee. And I believe that if this law, allegedly ansctod to ruar- 
yntse* toe fmaow of iaforraetion, is to have eny a sanity*. to be' other 
a new siet-ns of official suppression, there an:., t fci- .""sear kind of 
jK-cfcaaisn for prevent lag and punishing 6 ho kinds of viols tier* and ' 
abuso^caisf case sc clearly illustrates. If 5 ©v»rnr.cat dan 11a with 
impunity , refuse so respond to proper requests, contrive endless 6«- 
l ’"' order or e iadsrBi juagis a.'..; . u.lt i;cc f ?1 7 , cost's! fc 
% ii the cost-# ii&s to he horn© by th* citisen who asks* 
only what ft*: is entitled to under t ho law that alls, ted It gur. rentes* 
ihl=; right, 2!£ *•»« have say; meentng? Should the. gcvernmnfcX 

uxth^Hpuaity, be permittee: to violate ,nd vitiate the low? ~rn it 
jwtsyji*, par jury without qua Its or fesr of she workings ©f the law? 



lays, ignore 

’06' ^ ■ ? urv & f {,- < 



*■ ^ *■ ‘ :f : zX'jxi bo &r 1 you && X do* VtiA.* h saus b r< ppXy 

equally to all. fh* gevarniaent. that properly ccsipls iar about t be- 
er iO©.'? 01 OiUijoas should not inproxserly oocsssit crimes itself. 



m ay eonfciauias work 
suppressed avidenoe. 



i have sought end rrme t seek; other improperly 
Again the gav»rtuasnfc is sseicing false reprsson- 

<av , ?*nc ye xn it is sts 11 ir:g sne delcylnr : 



are tsade ;~t all 
4 ?hs resultant coat 
constitutes an official 



U.i. Tbaxa , again, I believe, 



T , 



oorji ©?. , wic© ro ttZusy 



s'i Vi 



13 sn enormous burden to tse. And 



> re no 4 



*vf ft. U 11 1. .£' 



f’YVi 






K .o ? *■■» y' •? ,--. , 

w«* '*-£p * »*» -l... 

I beiievo this 
the nvtzz. 



Sh& record will show that I did and do & vary thing 30 3 sib 

It iS bos my desire to burden the court 



unaeaussary u 
without need, w 



CO 0 TO ill 



ion 

IO W V £i I* 



i. ao want, uns 



to work. 



b s offset i v © - 



^ v3 , ' ~~ * go vemssgjiiU to be honest, and X do went to be able to tio rr/ 

writing wi shout it^ope; interference by governaient . in itsel* 



■a 

2fTr*v, a ‘ 



wrong in « society 



uch as ours » 

s&v&r aalp you «n*i to© Xa^ css a preyid^, for os 
l.c nov- ispo^sioi?) for m6. 



ref ore res oset f ulLX t rs ous s 



i uss - 

Iswyers * fees 



Pixicersly. 



* Vaisberg 



Hsrol< 




